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DETAILED ACTION 
Acknowledgment 

1 . Applicants amendments filed on August 10, 2007 is acknowledged. Accordingly 
claims 1-42 are cancelled and claims 43-75 are newly added and remain pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claim 75 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter, which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. The examiner has reviewed the specification and 
has not been able to find in any part within the specification that would support the 
phrase "stored value instrument". Clarification and correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 43, 74 and 75 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Walker et al U.S. Patent No. 6,193,155 in view of Druckenmiller et al 
U.S. Patent No. 6,167,435. 

As per claim 43, 74 and 75 , Walker et al discloses a method of validating a 
goods/service voucher comprising: 

generating alphanumeric token information associated with the goods/service 
voucher, the token information being communicable via both computer and non- 
computer means to an end user, and storing the token information and voucher 
information in a database, wherein each goods/service voucher has associated stored 
voucher information and stored token information stored in the database (col. 5, lines 5- 
25; ...a gift certificate may be any instrument or token...); 

receiving voucher information and token information corresponding to the 
goods/service voucher (col. 5, lines 5-25; ...gift certificate...; col. 11, lines 10-20; 
...receiving the gift certificate and the security code...); 

comparing the received voucher information and the received token information 
with the database (col. 10, lines 15-30; ...compares certificate with stored....; col. 11, 
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lines 10-35; ...matches the stored security code associated with the certificate 
identifier....); 

determining whether the received voucher information and the received token 
information matches the stored voucher information and the stored token information 
(col. 11, lines 10-35; ...matches the stored security code associated with the certificate 
identifier....); and 

generating an output to a user indicating that the voucher is valid if the received 
voucher information and the received token information match the stored voucher 
information and the stored token information (see fig. 13; output message indicating 
denial of redemption....; col. 11, lines 20-35; ....transmits authorization code indicating 
that the transaction is approved or declined...); 

wherein the voucher information and token information may b e received by the 
database via any one of the plurality of pathways, including via computer and non- 
computer means (see fig. 13; ...transmitted via network...). 

What Walker et al does not explicitly disclose is generating random alphanumeric 

token. 

Druckenmiller et al discloses a random alphanumeric token (col. 4, lines 55-67; 
...preferably, tokens may be generated randomly...). 

Accordingly it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Walker et al and incorporate a method 
wherein random alphanumeric token is generated in view of the teachings of 
Druckenmiller et al inorder to ensure adequate security. 



Application/Control Number: 10/069,710 



Art Unit: 3621 



Page 5 



4. Claims 44-73 and 76-78 . are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 3 103 as being 
unpatentable over Walker et al U.S. Patent No. 6,193,155 and Druckenmiller et al U.S. 
Patent No. 6,1 67,435 and further in view of any of Manasse (WO 97/03423(both cited by 
applicant), Scroggie et al {601 4634) or Jacoves et al (6741 968) or Fortenberry et al (WO 
99/30256). 

5. Regarding the network limitations of claim 44 . Fortenberry et al (See abstract, Figs.. 
1-4, pages 2,3, page 5, lines 1-40 claims 1-15) disclose issuing an electronic coupon 
recorded in a database over a network and subsequently compared with same upon 
redemption for goods or services. which is a functional equivalent of the claim 
limitations. 

6. Regarding the delivery limitations of claim 45 . Fortenberry et al (See abstract, 
Figs. 1-4, pages 2,3, page 5, lines 1-40 claims 1-15) disclose issuing an electronic 
coupon recorded in a database over a network and subsequently compared with same 
upon redemption for goods or services which is a functional equivalent of the claim 
limitations. 

7. Regarding the order limitations of claim 46 . Manasse (see abstract, Figs. 3-5, 
pages 2-3, page 11, lines 15-20, claims 1-12), 'Scroggie et al (See abstract, Figs. 1,5, 
10-13,15-18) or Jacoves et al (See abstract, Figs. 2,8, 10, 25) show network distributed 
tokens or vouchers for goods or services including web linked processing, which is a 
functional equivalent of the claim limitations. 
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8. Regarding the order limitations of claims 47 , Manasse (see Abstract, Figs. 3-5, 
pages 2-3, page 11, lines 15-20, claims 1-12), Scroggie et al (See abstract, Figs. 1,5, 
10-13,15-18) or Jacoves et al (See abstract, Figs. 2,8, 10, 25) show network 
distributed tokens or vouchers for goods or services including web linked processing 
which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations. 

9. Regarding the web limitations of claims 47 , Manasse (see abstract, Figs. 3-5, 
pages 2-3, page 11, lines 15-20, claims 1-12), Scroggie et al (See abstract, Figs. 1,5, 
10-13,15-18) or Jacoves et al (See abstract, Figs. 2,8, 10, 25) show network 
distributed tokens or vouchers for goods or services including web linked processing 
which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations. 

1 0. Regarding the web limitations of claims 48 , Manasse (see abstract, Figs.. .3-5, 
pages 2-3, page 11, lines 1 5-20, claims 1-12), Scroggie et-al (See abstract, Figs. 1 ,5, 
10-13,15-18) or Jacoves etal (See abstract, Figs. 2,8, 10, 25) show 
network'distributed tokens or vouchers for goods or services including web linked 
processing which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations. 

11. Regarding the web limitations of claim 49 , Manasse. (see abstract, Figs. 3-5, 
pages 2-3, page 11, lines 15-20, claims 1-12), Scroggie et al (See abstract, Figs. 1,5, 
10-13,15-18) or Jacoves etal (See abstract, Figs. 2,8, 10, 25) show network 
distributed tokens or vouchers for goods or services including web linked processing which 
is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations. 

12. Regarding the user limitations of claim 50 , Fortenberry et al (See abstract, Figs. 
1-4, pages 2,3, page 5, lines 1-40 claims 1-15) disclose issuing an electronic coupon 
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recorded in a database over a network and subsequently compared with same upon 
redemption for goods or services which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations. 

13. Regarding the network limitations of claim 51 Manasse (see abstract, Figs. 3-5, 
pages 2-3, page 11, lines 15-20, claims 1-12), Scroggie et al (See abstract, Figs. 1,5, 
1 0-13,15-18) or Jacoves etal (See abstract, Figs. 2,8, 10, 25) show network 
distributed tokens or vouchers for goods or services including web linked processing 
which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations. 

14. Regarding the beneficiary limitations of claim 52 , Manasse (see abstract, Figs. 3- 
5, pages2-3, page 11, lines 1 5-20, claims 1-12), Scroggie et al (See abstract, Figs. 
1,5, 10-13,15-18) or Jacoves etal (See abstract, Figs. 2,8, 10, 2 5). show network 
distributed tokens or vouchers for goods or services including web linked processing 
which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations because manufacturers distribute 
coupons electronically to a plurality of customers. 

15. Regarding the redemption limitations of claims 53-60 , Manasse (see abstract, 
Figs. 3-5, pages 2-3, page 11, lines 15-20, claims 1-12), Scroggie et. al (See abstract, 
Figs. 1,5, 10-13,15-18) or Jacoves etal (See abstract, Figs. 2,8, 10, 25) show 
network distributed tokens'or vouchers for goods or services including web linked 
processing which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations. 

16. Regarding the processing limitations of claims 61-64 . Manasse (see abstract, Figs. 
3-5, pages 2-3, page 11, lines 15-20, claims 1-12), Scroggie et al (See abstract, Figs. 
1,5, 10-13,15-18) or Jacoves et al (See abstract, Figs. 2,8, 10, 25) show network 
distributed tokens or vouchers for goods or services including web linked processing 
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which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations because these are no more than 
the standard processing of coupons. 

17. Regarding the image limitations of claims 65-68 , Scroggie et al (See abstract, Figs. 
1,5, 10-13,15-18) show network distributed tokens or vouchers for goods or services 
including web linked processing including image(See Fig. 1 1) which is a functional 
equivalent of the claim limitations because these are no more than the standard processing 
of coupons. 

18. Regarding the delivery limitations of claims 69-73 , Manasse (see abstract, Figs. 
3-5, pages 2-3, page 11, lines 15-20, claims 1-12), Scroggie et al (See abstract, Figs. 
1,5, 10-13,15-18) or Jacoves et al (See abstract, Figs. 2,8, 10, 25) show network 
distributed tokens or vouchers for goods or services including web linked processing 
and email which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations. 

19. Regarding the bank limitations of claims 76-78 , Manasse (see abstract, Figs. 3- 
5, pages 2-3, page 11, lines 15-20, claims 1-12). show network distributed tokens or 
vouchers for goods or services including web linked processing in an electronic bank 
equivalent which is a functional equivalent of the claim limitations. 

Response to Arguments 

20. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 43-75 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

21 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in 
the references as applied to the claims below for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art ad are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested that the applicant, in preparing the 
responses, fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of 
the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or 
disclosed by the examiner. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Charles C. Agwumezie whose number is (571) 272- 
6838. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:00 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Fischer can be reached on (571) 272 - 6779. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Charlie Lion Agwumezie 
Patent Examiner 
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October 22, 2007. 



ANDREW J. FISCHER 
SUPERVISORY RATENT EXAMINER 
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